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IN THE 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHMOND. 
Record No. 3734 
VIRGINIA: 
In the Supreme Court of Api:eals held at the Court-Library 
Building in the City of Richmond on Tuesday the 25th day of 
April, 1950. 
ANNIE NEAL SNIDOW AND OTHERS, 
against 
YVONNE D. SNIDo,v, 
From Circuit Court of Giles Connty. 
Appellants, 
Appellec. 
Upon the petition of Annie Neal Snidow, Mary Anne Snidow, 
Harvey C. Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, 
Neal W. Snidow, Caroline Lucile Andrews and Frank P. Snidow, 
guardian of Mary Anne Snidow, an infant, an appeal and supcr-
sedeas is awarded them frcm a decree entered by the Circuit 
Court of Giles county on the 7th day of December, 1949, in a 
certain chancery cause then therein depending wherein the sai<l 
petitioners were plaintiffs and Lucile W. Snidow and others were 
defendants, upon the pctitionc1s, or some one for them, entering 
into bond with sufficient security before the clerk of the sai<l 
circuit court in the penalty of three hundred dollars, with con-
dition as the law directs. 
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RECORD 
Annie Neal Snidow et al, 
,,. 
Lucille W. Snidow et al. 
IN CHANCERY. 
Virginia: 
Pleas before the Hon. Vincent L. Sexton, Jr., Judge of the 
Circuit Court of the County of Giles, the 7th day of December, 
1949. 
Be it Remembered, that heretofore, to-wit; On the 19th day 
of November, 1946, the plaintiffs, Annie Neal Snidow, Martin 
\V. Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. 
Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow and Frank P. Snidow, Guardian 
of Mary Ann Snidow, sued out of the Clerk's Office of the Circuit 
Court of Giles County, Virginia, the supoene in Chancery against 
the defendants, Lucille W. Snidow, John J. Snidow, Jr., and 
:Mary Ann Snidow, the latter being an infant under the age of 
21 years, returnable to said Court at Rules to be held on the 
Third Monday in December, 194(>, which was duly executed by 
the Sheriff of Giles County, and returned and filed in said Clerk's 
Office, and at the Second December Rules, 1946, the plaintiffs 
filed their Bill, which Bill and exhibits are in the words and 
figures following, to-wit; 
page 2 ·~ BILL. 
Your above named complainants respectfully represent unto 
the court the following state of facts as the basis for the relief 
hwreinafter prayed for: 
(1) That Elizabeth E. Snidow, the mother of the above named 
Frank P. Snidow, and the grandmother of the above named 
Martin W. Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal 
W. Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow, Mary Ann Snidow and John 
.J. Snidow, Jr. departed this life on the-day of October, 1937, 
owning at the time of her death a tract of land situate in and near 
Pembroke, in Giles County, containing 237.9 acres,·more or less, 
and leaving a last will and testament which was probated on 
October 23, 1937, and recorded in the clerk's office of Giles 
County, in Will Book No. 8, page 446, a copy of which is filed 
herewith as Exhibit "A". 
By the first clause of said will the testatrix devised an undi-
vided one-third interest in said tract of land to the said Annie 
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Neal Snidow for her life and at her death to her children, with a 
provision to the effect that should she become widowed and re-
marry, said interest to go to her children at the time of such 
marriage. 
Annie Neal Snidow is the wife of the said Frank P. Snidow and 
the mother of the said Martin W. Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, 
Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow 
and Mary Ann Snidow, who are all of the children of the said 
Annie Neal Snidow, the last of said children being an infant 
under the age of twenty-one years, of the age of 18 
page 3 ~ years. 
By the second clause of said will the testatrix devised 
an undivided one-third interest in said tract of land to her son, 
John J. Snidow. 
By the third clause of said will the testatrix devised an undi-
vided one-third interest in said tract of land to her son, Robert C. 
Snidow, subject to the provisions that if he should die without 
issue, "his share shall go to the other two, that is, to John J. 
Snidow and Annie Neal Snidow, or their children, share and 
share alike." 
John J. Snidow died intestate on June 27, 1942, and left sur-
viving him his wife, the said Lucille W. Snidow, and his son, the 
said John J. Snidow, Jr., his only child and sole heir at law. 
Robert C. Snidow died without issue on the --day of , 
19-, so that his undivided one-third interest in said land, by the 
provisions of clause three of said will, passed to said Annie Neal 
Snidow and John J. Snidow, or their children, share and share 
alike. 
That as a result of all of the foregoing the said Martin W. 
Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. Snidow, 
Caroline Lucille Snidow and Mary Ann Snidow are the owners of 
an undivided one-half interest in said lands, subject to the life 
estate of their mother, the said Annie Neal Snidow; and that 
John J. Snidow, Jr., is the owner in fee simple of an undivided 
one-half interest in said lands, subject to the dower interest of 
his mother, the said Lucille W. Snidow. 
page 4 ~ That the said Annie Neal Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, 
Harvey C. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. Sni-
dow, Caroline Lucille Snidow, Mary Ann Snidow, and John J. 
Snidow, Jr., and Lucille W. Snidow are all of the persons having 
an interest in said lands. 
That the lands owned by the said Elizabeth Snidow at the 
time of her death, was the residue of certain lands devised to her 
by the will of her husband, H. W. Snidow, recorded in the Clerk's 
Office of Giles County, in Will Book No. 6, page 565, which 
lands, by an actual survey made in 1934, were bounded and de-
scribed as follows: 
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BEGINNIKG at a stake on the upper side of the road leading 
from Pembroke ferry to Pembroke, near a corner of C. C. Snidow's 
land, thence with said Snidow's lines and with road, N. 19 E. 16 
poles and 7 links to a stake on the upper side of the road, and 
crossing same N 66 W 34 poles passing a large buckeye, corner 
to C'. C. Snidow, to the center of the creek (S 49 W 6 links from 
an ash corner to Laura and Charles Snidow), thence up the creek 
N 49 E 36 poles to a corner of the lot of John J. Snidow, thence 
leaving the creek and with lines of the .John J. Snidow lot, ex-
cluding the same, S 63Yz E 21 poles to a stake in the bottom, N 
49 E 23 poles to a stake, N 63Yz W 7 poles to a stake in the tum 
of the old road, thence leaving John J. Snidow, N 48 E 12% 
pcles to a stake in the north edge of the new road, thence N 4 
W 12 roles to a stake near Little Stony Creek, thence S 48 W 4 
Jioles to a stake where a cedar was called for near the creek, 
thence N 4llU W 5 poles and 15 links to a stake (N 
p3ge 5 } 49Yz "\V. I pole and 3 links from a white oak on the bank 
of the creek, marked as a pointer) N 43y.( E 21 poles to 
a hickory on the east. side and a sycamore on the west side of 
the creek, corner to W. A. Snidow, thence with his lines up the 
creek, N 5 W 30 poles to an ironwood on the east bank of the 
creek, thence crossing the creek N 57% W 57 poles to a large 
white oak on the west, side of a hollow, N 14% W 73Yz poles to 
a large white oak on the east side of said hollow, N 42 W 22 poles 
to a maple (S 1 E 2 poles from the well at the Kelly house), S 
59 W 87 poles to a rock with a black oak, gum and sourwood 
marked around same, on top a hill, N 853'2 W 217 poles passing 
corner of C. W. Snidow and passing corner of E. W. Hale to a 
stake on top of a hill in a field, comer to said Hale, thence with 
one line of same N 297.i E 118 poles to two white oaks at an old 
gate, corner to H. W. Snidow, thence with lines of same, leaving 
Hale S 67Yz E 67 poles to two poplars and a locust on a rocky 
hill, added a cedar and hickory, S 7172 E 83 poles to two som·-
woods from one root on top of a hill, N 88 E 75 poles to three 
poplars on the west side of a path, N 86 E 37 poles to two chest-
nuts on top of a hill, S 48 E 45 poles to seven chestnuts from one 
root, corner to ,James Hoge, thence with lines of same, leaving 
Snidow S 167.i W I7J4 poles to a stake on top of a hill, S 68y.( 
E :35 poles to a stake in the creek bottom (S 9 E 3V2 poles from 
two white oaks, the original corner) S 872 E 4472 poles crossing 
the creek to a stake at the mill mce, corner to .Jacob Snidow, 
the same being a corner to a tract of 2.512 acres con-
page 6 } veyed by H. W. Snidow and wife to Josephine Snidow, 
thence with one line of same S 15 E 17~ poles to a 
sugar tree and black oak on bank of mill race, a corner to 
same and also a corner to a lot of 0.17 of an acre conveyed by 
Elizabeth E. Snidov.r to W. F. Webb, thence with three lines 
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thereof S 6 E 67 feet to a stake on east bank of mill race, S 87}1 
E 99 feet to a point in the center of the Little Stony Creek road 
opposite a walnut on the west side of the road, thence up said 
road N 10% E 66 feet to a point in center of same, said piont 
being in a line of the aforesaid Josephine Snidow tract, thence 
with same S 88}1 E 14}.i poles to a stake by a branch N 2!1 W 
18 poles to a stake in a line of the J. H. Draper land, the same 
being a line of the H. W. Snidow inclusive survey, thence N 
88.!,i E IOYs poles to a large white oak by the waste race, corner 
to W. B. Snidow, thence with one line of same, leaving Draper 
S 76!1 E 34 poles to a white oak by the mill race, S 56!1 E 3% 
poles to the center of said road, corner to W. J. Fisher thence 
with lines of same and with said road, leaving Snidow, S 1211 E 
24!1 poles, S 21.!,i E 25 poles, S 35 E 24 poles and 2 links to ,J. F. 
Williams' lot, thence with his lines, leaving Fisher, S 47 W 3!1 
poles to a stake, S 2%' E 27 feet to a corner of a lot leased by 
Elizabeth E. Snidow to B. I{. Garman, thence with two lines of 
same, excluding itt S 76!1 W 91 feet to a stake, S 13!1 E 100 feet 
to a point in the northern line of right of way of the State High-
way, thence with said line S 76!1 W 218 feet to a cornet· of the 
E. J. Draper lot, thence leaving the highway and with 
page 7 f Dru.per, N 7 W 180 feet to a stake, S 83 W with the 
back line of the E. J. Draper and A. W. Lumsden lots, 
100 feet to a stake, a corner of the Lumsden lot, thence with one 
line of same S 7 E 180 feet to a point in the right of way line of said 
highway, thence with same S 83 E 182 feet to a corner of the 
R. H. Chitwood lot, thence leaving the highway, and with Chit-
wood, N 8 W 180 feet to a stake, corner to same, thence with the 
back line of the Chitwood lot, the Methodist Church lot, the 
Laura P. Porterfield lot and the F'lorencc A. Snidow lot, S 82 W 
340 feet to a point in a line of the F. P. Sni<low three acre lot, 
thence with lines of same N 7Yz W 302 feet to a stake in the 
bottom, S 81!1 W 267 feet to a stake, S 7!1 E 287 feet to a point 
in the center of the State Highway, thence with center of same 
N 81,!/z E 170,!/z feet to a corner of the Baptist Church lot, the 
same being a corner of the sai<l inclusive survey, thence with 
lines of same S 2Y2 E 7% poles to a large rock, S 85 E 6 poles 
and 23 links to a large flat rock S 17 E 34 poles crossing the knob 
to a stake on line of Florence E Hoge, thence with her lines S 40 
W 23,!/z poles to a buckeye, S 52Y.I W 14 poles to a rock, S 12 E 
2 poles to a walnut, corner to W. L. and A. W. Snidow, thence 
with their line, leaving Florence E. Hoge, S 81!1 E 80,!/z poles to 
a buckeye sapling on the west side of the knob, S 22% W 12 poles 
to two cedars and an ash on the south end of the knob, S 7:3H 
W 6% poles to the BEGIXXIXG, containing 241.9 acres, more 
or less, exclusive of several small parcels of land within the 
foregoing boundaries, as follows, to-wit; 
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page 8 } (a) A ~mall parcel conveyed to the Lutheran Church 
Trustees by two deeds, one by H. W. Snidow and wife, 
dated June 7, lf84, and recorded in Deed Book "R", page 244, 
and the other 1:y Elizateth E. Snidow, dated May 13, 1925, and 
recorded in Deed Book No. 44, page 100. 
(h} A Email pucel <'Cnveyed by H. W. Snidow and wife to 
The Pembroke District School Beard by deed dated April 14 
1894, and recorded in Deed Book "S", page 112. 
(c) A small parcel, a one-half interest in which was conveyed 
by H. W. 8nidcw and wife to tl:e Trustees of Pembroke Lodge 
I. 0. 0. F., by c!eed dated November 11, 1901, and recorded in 
Deed Book "W", page 160. 
(d) A parcel of 1.3 acres conveyed by H. W. Snidow and wife 
10 Tidewater Railway Ccmpany by deed dated December 14, 
1904, and recorded in Deed Book "Y", page 357. 
(e) A parcel of .98 of an acre ccnveyeq by H. W. Snidow and 
wife to 'Ihe Virginia Railway C'cmpmy by deed dated December 
28, 1907, and recorded in Deed Beck No. 28, page 92 
(f) A parcel of .01 of an acre conveyed by H. W. Snidow and 
wife to The Virginia Railway C'cmr,any by deed dated December 
20, 1909, and recorded in Deed Book No. 29, page 338. 
(g) A parcel of .44 of an acre com·eyed by H. W. Snidow and 
wife to Pembroke Creamery Company by deed dated April 14, 
1914, and recorded in Deed Book No. 36, page 421. 
page 9 ~ (h) A parcel of .138 of an acre conveyed by H. W. 
Snidow and wife to C. A. Lucas by deed dated August 
11, 1920, and recorded in Deed Book No. 38, page 395. 
That subsequent to the death of the said Elizabeth E. Snidow, 
the devisees under her will, by proceeding had in your honor's 
court, in the chancery cause therein pending, in the name of 
Annie Neal Snidow et al v Caroline Lucille Snidow et al, made 
sut.division of a certain portion of said land, as shown on n plat 
entitled "H. W. Snidow Subdivision" as recorded in the clerk's 
(,ffice of your honor's court, in Map Book 2, page-, and that 
certain lots in said subdivision have been sold and conveyed to 
the several purchasers, said lots so sold and conveyed being as 
fellows, viz: lots !')cs. 25, 26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 101, 102, 103, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 
115, 116, 117, 126, 127, 128, 129, 134, 135, 136, 137, 
138,139,140,141,142,143,144,145,146,147,148, 149;oneun-
ll umbered lot, 70xl 70 feet, on Washington Street; another 
w;umbered lot on Washington Street, 70 x 170 feet; and an un-
numbered lot on Ellen Street, 70x 170 feet. 
That a certain other portion of said land was laid off into lots 
and sold subsequent to the death of the said Elizabeth E. Snidow, 
as will be shown by the record in the above mentioned chancery 
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cause, the lots so sold being Lots Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 as shown 
on a map made by E. H. l\fillirons on April 15, 1943. 
That by a deed dated Nov. 11, 1901, H. W. Snidow 
page 10 ~ and his wife conveyed to the Trustees of I. 0. 0. F. 
Lodge at Pembroke a undivided one-half interest in 
a certain described lot containing 26 square poles, together with 
the right to erect a second story on the store building on said 
lot, and to use the same for lodge purposes. This lot is included 
in the description set forth in paragraph- of this bill, and the 
two story frame building now on said lot is jointly owned by the 
parties hereto and said lodge. Said deed is recorded in the clerk's 
office of Giles County in Deed Book W, page 160. 
Your complainants here state that said real estate, after elimi-
nating the various parcels hereinabove excepted and sold, is, in 
their opinion susceptible of partition in kind among the parties 
thereto. 
In consideration whereof, as your complainants, are remediless 
in the premises save in a court of equity, they pray that the said 
John J. Snidow, Jr., Lucille W. Snidow and Mary Ann Snidow 
be made defendants to this bill; that the adult defendants be 
required to answer the same, but not under oath; that a guardian 
ad litem be appointed for the infant defendant and required to 
answer this. bill as prescribed by law; that proper process issue; 
that said real estate be divided between the parties thereto, or 
in case any portion of said land be indivisible in kind, that such 
portion so indivisible be sold and the proceeds be divided between 
the parties thereto; that all proper orders and decrees 
page 11 ~ may be made, accounts taken and enquiries directed, 
and that all such other, further and general relief as 
in the premises may be just and right may be granted. 
And as in duty bound your complainants will ever pray, etc. 
A. L. FARRIER, p. q. 
ANNIE NEAL SNIDOW 
l:lARTIN W. 8NID0W 
HARVEY C. SNIDOW 
NANCY E. McINT0:3H 
NEAL W. SNIDOW 
CAROLINE LUCILLE SNIDOW 
FRANK P. SNIDOW, Guat·dian 
By Counsel. 
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EXHIBIT "A". 
Will of Elizabeth E. Snidow 
Will Book No. 8, page 446. 
I, Elizabeth Snidow do hereby make my last will and testa-
ment, that is to say I will and bequeath all of the property both 
real and personal that I may own at the time of my death as 
follows: 
1. One-third part to go to Annie Neal Snidow to be retained by 
her during her life t.ime, and at her death to go to her children. 
Provided, that in case she should become a widow, and remarry 
this part of the estate shall go to her children at the time of this 
marriage. 
2. One-third to go to John ,J. Snidow and his heirs. 
3. One-third to Robert C. Snidow subject however to this 
condition that should he die without issue, his share 
p:-ige 12 ~ slmll go to the other two, that is John J. Snidow and 
Annie "Xeal Snidow, or their children share and share 
alike. 
Given under my hand this the 25 of April, 1931. 
ELIZABETH SNIDO'\V. 
Witness to the above 
ELIZA P. WILLIAM:,. 
Virginia: 
In the Clerk's Office, Circuit Court of the County of Giles 
the 23rd day of October, 1937. 
In re: Probate of will of .Mrs. Elizabeth E. Snidow, Deceased. 
It appearing that :Mrs. Elizabeth E. Snidow died testate on the 
lRt. day of October, 1937, at the age of 81 years, and that she had 
a mansion house and known place of residence at Pembroke, 
Giles County, Virginia. 
A writing purporting to be the last Will and Testament of said 
Elizabeth Snidow, bearing date the 25th day of April, 1931, was 
t.his day produced before me in my said office, and there being no 
subscribing witnesses to the said will, Eliza P. Williams and Carrie 
Williams, who were duly sworn as witnesses, severally deposed 
nnd said that they were well acquainted with the handwriting of 
the said testator, and that they verily believed the whole of said 
wt·iting and t.he name thereto subscribed to have been wholly 
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writ1rn ly th said Elizabeth Snidow with her own hand; it is 
tl:erefore ordered that the said Will be duly probated 
page 13 } and recorded as the true last Will and Testament of 
tl:e said Elizabeth Snidow, Deed. 
Thereupon came John J. Snidow and Frank P. Snidow, sons of 
the said Elizabeth Sni<low, who appeared and made oath accord-
ing to law, and together with :Mrs. Eliza P. Williams, their surety, 
entered into and acknowledged a bond in the penalty of Four 
Thousand (i4,000.00) Dollars, conditioned and payable accord-
ing to law, and on mot.ion of said John J. Snidow and F. P. Snidow 
certificate of administration with the Will annexed, be, and is 
hereby granted to the said .John J. Snidow and F. P. Snidow to 
administer upon the personal estate of the said Elizabeth Snidow, 
Deceased, in due form. 
Tcste; 
F. E. SNIDOW, Clerk. 
And in said Court, the 30th <lny of April, 1947. 
DECREE. 
This cause came on this <lay to be heard on the complainants' 
original bill, filed in the clerk's office of this court at second 
December rules, 1946, and taken for confessed against the adult 
defendants; upon the uc~ptunce of service of summons by the 
adult defendants; upon the answers of the adult defendants, 
Lucille W. Snidow and John J. Snidow, Jr., duly filed in the 
clerk's office of this court; upon the answer of ,J. S. Andrews, 
guardian ad litem for the infant defendant, Mary Ann Snidow, 
duly appointed as such by the clerk of this court at 
page 14 ~ rules, which answer was filed in said clerk's office; 
upon the answer of Mary Ann Snidow, infant defendant 
of the age of 18 years, in her own proper person and duly sworn to, 
an<l filed in said clerk's office, and was nrgued by counsel. 
Upon considerution whereof, an<l by agreement of the parties, 
B. I-...oustcn Spangler, 0. Hoge Hopkins, Arthur P. Brown, 
Walte1· Raymond and James D. ~Iiller, any three of whom may 
act, arc hereby appointed commissioners for the purpose of 
making partition of the land mentioned in said bill, who· shall, 
after hrst being duly sworn as provided by law, go upon said 
land en the 7th day of .May, Hl47, und view the same, and observe 
the character of the land and the kind and character of the build-
ings and other improvements thereon, nnd then divide the sume 
int.o two equal parts, 01· shares, of equal value nnd assign one 
share to .Martin W. 8ni<low, Harvey C. :3ni<low, Nancy E. :\:Ic-
Intosh, Neal W. Sni<low, Caroline Lucille Snidow and Mary .-\nn 
Snidow, as joint tenants, subje~t to the life estate of their mother, 
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Annie Keal Snidow; and assign the other share to John J. Snidow, 
.Jr., subject to the dower interest of his mother Lucille W. Snidow. 
The said commissioners shall make report to this court of their 
proceedings under this decree, and file therewith a plat or map 
shO\,;ng the partition of said tract of land as made by them, with 
complete description of the share assigned by them to Martin ,v. 
Snid0\11, Harvey C. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. 
Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow and Mary Ann Snidow 
page 15 ~ and a complete description of the share assigned by 
them to John J. Snidow, Jr., respectively, and in the 
event the commissioners should find that such partition cannot 
be made to advantage and without doing injustice to any of the 
parties in interest, or if partition of any portion of said land can-
not be made to advantage without doing injustice to any of the 
parties in interest, said commissioners will report such fact to the 
court, with their reasons why such partition in kind cannot be 
made. 
The said commissioners are hereby authorized to secure the 
services of a registered sun'eyor, to do such surveying as they 
may find necessary to be done in the making of said partition, 
and to prepare necessary plats and descriptions. 
And in said Court on the 20th day of December, 1947. 
DECREE .• 
This cause came on this day to be again heard upon the papers 
formerly read and upon the report of Walter Raymond, Arthur 
P. Brown and 0. Hoge Hopkins, three of the commissioners 
appointed by a decree entered in this cause on April 30, 1947, to 
make partition of the land in this cause mentioned and described, 
by which decree the said commissioners were authorized by the 
rourt to hire the service of a ccmpetent surveyor to make such 
surveys and plats as they deemed necessary and expedient in 
connection with the partition of said land, which said report 
shows that said commissioners deemed it very necessary 
page 16 ~ and expedient that certain surveys and platting of 
· said lands be made, for which purposes they engaged 
the services of Harry A. Wall, a state certified surveyor. 
And it further· appearing to the court that Harry A. Wall has 
submitted to the parties to this cause his bill for the sum of 
~863.20, for his services in surveying and platting said land, 
which bill has been approved by the parties to this suit, by 
counsel. 
And it further appearing to the court that A. L. Farrier, special 
commissioner in the chancery cause now pending in this court in 
the name of Annie Neal Snidow et al v. Mary Ann Snidow, has 
in his hands a sum sufficient to pay the bill due to Harry A. Wall, 
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the money in· Commissioner Farrier's hands being the proceeds 
from the sale of certain real estate sold in said cause, which sum 
of money is being held for the benefit of the parties to the suit, 
awaiting future order of the court, the parties to both of said 
causes being identical, one of said causes having been brought 
for the purpose of selling a portion of the lands owned jointly 
by said parties, and the other cause having been brought for the 
purpose of partitioning the unsold residue of the lands jointly 
owned by said parties. 
Upon consideration of all of which, and by agreement of the 
parties hereto, by counsel, and deeming it proper so to do, it is 
Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed that A. L. Farrier, 
page 17 ~ special commissioner as aforesaid, be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Harry A. Wall the sum of 
$863.20, in full payment of said Wall's services in making surveys 
and plats of the lands in this cause mentioned, for which amount 
the said commissioner shall have credit in the settlement of his 
accounts. 
And in said Court on the 1st day of April, 1948. 
PETITION OF YVONNE D. SNIDOW, WIDOW . 
• 
Petitioner, Yvonne D. Snidow, humbly complaining as a basis 
for the relief hereinafter asked would respect{ ully represent unto 
the Court the following facts: 
That Petitioner is the widow of Robert C. Snidow, deceased, 
the said Robert C. Snidow, deceased, having departed this life, 
testate on the 2nd of March, 1945. 
A copy of the last Will and Testament of the said Robert C. 
Snidow, deceased, is filed herewith as a part of this Petition and 
asked to be read in connection herewith. 1 
That it will be observed from the Bill and proceedings in this 
cause that Petitioner has not been made a party Defendant to 
the said Bill and proceedings. 
That it will be observed by the said Bill, in Paragraph 3, on 
Page 2, thereof, that Elizabeth E. Snidow, deceased, who was the 
:Mother of the sai<l Rpbert C. Snidow, deceased, 
page 18 ~ devised by the third clause of her last Will and Testa-
ment, an undivided one-third interest in the lands 
mentioned aud described in said Bill to her said son, Robert C. 
t'inidow, subject to the provisions that if he, the said Robert C. 
8nidow, should die without issue "his share shall go to the other 
two, that 1s, to John J. Snidow and Annie Neal Snidow, or their 
children, share and share alike". 
That it is true that the said Robert C. Snidow died without 
issue but .that Petitioner is the widow of the said Robert C. Sni-
dow. 
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Petitioner allep-es and avers that as the widow of the said Robert 
C. ~nidow, decea~ed, she is entitled to dower in the said lands 
and that it. is necessary and proper that Petitioner should be made 
a pll'ty to U:is rnit and tht under the laws of Virginia she should 
ha,·e assigned unto her, her dower in said lands. 
Petitioner furtl1er avers and alleges that she is entitled to have 
dower assigned unto her in the lands sought to be partitioned and 
in any other lands which have already been partitioned or dis-
posed of since the death of the said Elizabeth E. Snidow, deceased. 
Being without. remedy, save in this Court of equity, where all 
such matters are properly cognizable, Petitioner, Yvonne D. 
f:nidc:w, ccmes and prays that she may be permitted to interpose 
this rartition in tbe said pending suit and to be made a party 
t l:ereto, eithr as a party ccmplainant or party defendant or as 
a Petitioner, whichever to the Court may seem right 
page 19 } and proper; that such process as may be necessary 
may be issued, that Petitioner's dower in the said lands 
may be assigned unto her in one of the manners provided by law; 
thut all rights of Petitioner in the said suit may be protected and 
rnfeguarderl; and that she may have all such other, further and 
grneral relief as the nature of her cause may require and as to 
equity shall seem meet. And as in dut.y bound, she will ever 
pray, etc. ·· 
YVONNE D. SNIDOW. 
J. L. DILLOW, Counsel. 
By Counsel. 
And in said Court on the 20th day of April, 1948. 
DECREE. 
On this 1st day of April, 1948, came Yvonne D. Snidow and 
presented to the Court her petition in writing and moved that 
she be permitted to file the said petition in this cause and to be 
made a party to this suit. 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged, ordered and 
decreed that the said petition be and is hereby filed and the court 
deeming it necessary nnd proper so to do, it is further adjudged, 
ordered and decreed that process upon said petition be forthwith 
issued against John ,J. Snidow, Jr., Lucille W. Snidow, Mary 
Ann Snidow, Frank P. Snidow, Guardian of Mary Ann Snidow, 
Frank P. Snidow, in his own right, Annie Neal Snidow, Harvey 
C'. Snidow, Martin \V. 8nidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, 
page 20 } Neal W. Snidow and Caroline Lucille Sni<low, return-
able at rules. 
Answers filed in the Clerk's Office, to the Bill, on April 28, 
1947. 
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SEPARATE ANSWER OF JOHN J. SNIDOW, JR. 
The said defendant, John J. Snidow, Jr., comes now and 
answers the bill filed in the above styled cause, and for answer 
thereto says as follows: 
(I) That the statements and averments contained in said bill 
are true, in so far as this defendant knows. 
(2) That this defendant concurs in the prayer of said bill. 
J. L. WARREN, Counsel. 
JOHN J. SNIDOW, JR., 
By counsel. 
SEPARATE ANSWER OF LUCILLE W. SNIDOW. 
Tr.e snid defendant, Lucille W. Snidow, comes now and answers 
the bill filed in the above styled cause, and for answer thereto 
says as follows: 
(1) That the statements and allegations contained in said 
bill are true, in so far as this defendant has knowledge thereof. 
(2) That this defendant will talce her dower interest in the 
lands mentioned in said bill, in that part of said land which will 
be assigned to her son, John J. Snidow, Jr., and this defendant 
requests that dower be not assigned. 
page 21 } (3) That this defendant concurs in the prayer of 
said bill. 
J. L. WARREN, Counsel. 
LUCILLE W. SNIDOW, 
By counsel. 
SEPARATE ANSWER OF MARY ANN SNIDOW. 
The separate answer of Mary Ann Snidow, infant defendant 
~nder the age of twenty-one years, to-wit; of the age of eighteen 
years. 
For answer to said bill, the said Mary Ann Snidow, answers 
and says that, in so far as she has knowledge thereof, the aver-
ments alleged in said bill are true, and she concurs in the prayer 
of the bill, in so far as it is within her ability to concur, but be-
cause of her tender years, she confides the protection of her 
interests to the court and prays that nothing be done in the 
premises to her prejudice. 
MARY ANN SNIDOW. 
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Virginia, 
City of Radford, to-wit; 
This day Mary Ann Snidow personaIIy appeared before the 
undersigned and made oath that the statements above m'.lde are 
true to the best. of her knowledge and belief. 
My commission expires l/7 /51. 
page 22 ~ Given under my hand this April 24, 1947. 
JOHN. C HOPKINS, 
Notary Public. 
ANSWER OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM. 
The answer of :Mary Ann Snidow, an infant under the age of 
Twenty-one years, by J. S. Andrews, her guardian ad litem, to 
a bill filed against her and others in the above styled cause. 
For answer to said bill, the said infant defendant, by her said 
guardian ad litem, answers and says that by reason of her tender 
years she does not have full knowledge of the subject matter of 
said bill, or of her rights and interests with respect thereto, and 
she confides the protection of her interests to the court, and prays 
t.hat nothing be done in the premises to her prejudice. 
And now having answered as fully as she is advi.c;ed it is material 
she should answer, the said infant defendant prays to be hence 
dismissed with her costs. 
l\ilARY ANN SNIDOW 
By: J. S. ANDREWS, 
Her guardian ad litem. 
Subscribed and sworn to by J. S . .Andrews, before me, this the 
10th May, 1947. 
F. E. SNIDOW, Clerk Circuit 
Court, Giles County, Va. 
page 23 ~ And in said Court on the 15th day of June, 1948. 
ANSWER OF FRANK P. SNIDOW, GRD. ET AL. 
The joint and separate answer of ltrank P. Snidow, Guardian 
' of Mary Ann Snidow, an infant, Annie Neal Snidow, Harvey C. 
Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. :Vlclntosh, Neal W. 
Snidow, and Caroline Lucille Snidow to a petition filed by Yvonne 
Snidow in that certain chancery suit pending in the Circuit Court 
of Giles County wherein the said Annie Neal Snidow and others 
ure the complainants and Lucille W. Snidow and others are the 
defendants. 
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The petitioner is demanding dower in certain real estate 
mentioned and described in the said original suit which was 
instituted as a partition suit and to which suit the said Yvonne 
Snidow was not made a party, because it was believed that she 
had no legal or just claim to dower or any other interest in the 
subject matter of that suit. 
The claim of the petitioner Yvonne Snidow grows out of the 
following state of facts. 
By the last will and testament of Elizabeth Snidow, which 
was probated in the Clerk's Office of the Circuit Court of Giles 
County on the 23rd. day of October, 1937, she having died on 
October 1st, 1937, devised to her son one third of her lands in 
the following words: 
page 24 ~ "(3) One third to Robert C. Snidow, subject how-
ever to this condition, that should he die without issue 
his share shall go to the other two, that is John J. Snidow, and 
Annie Neal Snidow, or their children, share and share alike." 
At the time of the death of the said Elizabeth Snidow she was 
the owner of a landed estate at Pembroke, Giles County, Vir-
ginia, of the value of fifty or sixty thousand dollars, perhaps 
more. She was survived by three sons, who were sole heirs at 
law. To the son John J. Snidow she devised outright a one-
third interest in the said property; to the wife of her son Frank 
P. Snidow (Annie Neal Snidow), she devised a one-third interest 
therein with remainder to the children of the said Frank P. 
Snide,w and the said Annie Neal Snidow. For the third son, 
Robert C. Snidow, she made the following provision; 
"(3) One third to Robert C. Snidow, subject however to this 
conditioned, that should he die without issue his share shall go 
to the other two, that is John J. Snidow, and Annie Neal Snidow, 
or their children, share and share alike." 
The son John J. Snidow was then married and had one child, 
John J. Snidow, Jr.; the son Frank P. Snidow and his wife Annie 
Neal Snidow had six children who are joined with their parents 
as respondents to the said petition of Yvonne Snidow. 
Your respondents would show unto your honor that the said 
Robert C. Snidow was a graduate of Virginia Military Institute 
and many years before his death he was appointed an officer in 
the U.S. Army and saw active service in what is known as World 
War I (as there have been two of them) and was such 
page 25 } officer till his retirement only a few years before his 
death. At the time of his retirement he held the rank 
of Major. While in foreign service he was married in France 
to Yvonne Declut with whom he lived thereafter at the various 
stations designated by Army authorities; They never had any 
children. After the retirement of the said Robert C. Snidow 
they lived at Key West, Florida, till Major Snidow died March 
2nd., 1945, and he was buried in Arlington National Cemetery. 
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Prior to the death of Major Robert C. Snidow he m':Lde a will 
which was probated in the proper Court of Key West, l\bnroe 
County, Florida, on the 24th. day of April, 19'15, a certifie~ copy 
whereof was later recorded in the Clerk's Office of the Circuit 
Court of Giles County. A certified copy from the said Clerk's 
Office is filed herewith as a part of this answer, m1rked "\Vill" 
and is prayed to be read along '"ith and as a part of this answer. 
It will appear from the said will of .iVfo,jor Snidow that by the 
first paragraph thereof he devised and bequeath all of his estate 
as follows: 
"I give to my wife, Yvonne D. Sniclow, all property of what-
soever kind and nature, whether real or personal, of which I m ty 
<lie possessed. . I hereby appoint my said wife as executor with-
out bond, with full power to sell, convey, rent, mortgage, transfer 
and assign any or all of my said property upon such terms and 
conditions as· she may deem to be to the best interests of my 
estate." 
A further reading of the will shows that in case of the 
page 26 } contemporaneous deaths of Major Snidow and his 
wife that provision is made for the mother of his said 
wife and at her death then after giving S5,000.00 to John .J. 
Snidow the remainder is to be divided between Charlotte Declut 
( one-half) and her brothers and sisters. From which it appears 
that the entire estate, excepting the $5,000.00 to John J. Snidow, 
which apparently was intended as compensation for services to 
be rendered in certain contingencies, was devised and bequeathed 
to the wife and her relations. 
Your respondents are informed, and conseqmntly aver, from 
such information, believing the same to be true, that the estate 
which the petitioner derived from the will of her husband, .Maj. 
Robert C. Snidow, ran up into the thousands of dollars. The 
residence owned by the said Robert C. Snidow which passed to 
her by the will is worth twenty or twenty-five t.housand dollars, 
and besides that there passed to her, what is believed to be a 
large amount of intangible personal property as well as consider-
able tangible personal property, the home having been eln.borately 
furnished with expensive and luxurious furnitures and dru.pes. 
Your respondents further aver and charge as a fact that it, 
was not the intention of the said Robert C. Snidow that his said 
wife should be endowed in the lands of which his mJther died 
seized and which were devised to him upon the conditions stated 
in her will. On the contrary these respondents aver and charge 
as a fact that that the said Robert C. S11idow intended 
page 27 ~ that the provisions which he m:idc for his s:iid widow 
should be in lieu of all claims of dower. They fm·ther 
charge and aver that Robert C. Snidow believed that his estate 
and interest in the said lands devised to him upon the conditions 
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mentioned ceased at his death without issue, he never at any 
time believed otherwise, and it is manifest from the character 
of his said last will and testament that he never intended that his 
widow should be endowed in the said lands, and it was his inten-
tion that these lands, which had descended down in the family 
from before the R-evolutionary War, should go as his mother, 
Elizabeth Snidow, had directed in her last will and testament. 
He very difinitely intended that by devising and bequeathing 
evertbing be owned unconditionally to his widow should be in 
lieu of dower or claim of dower in the lands conditionally devised 
to him by his said mother, Elizabeth Snidow. He makes no 
reference in his will to this property, one way or another, which · 
he most likely would have done if he had thought that she would. 
make claim to dower in this land which had been conditionally 
devised to him by his mother. He was familiar with all of the 
circumstances, and knew that the estate of his mother was still 
undivided and was in the possession of John J. Snidow and Frank 
P. Snidow, and that to subject it to a life estate in the third 
thereof for the life of his widow Wbuld very greatly detract from 
its value in the hands of his two brothers. If one 
page 28 ~ third of the said lands shall be now assigned as dower to 
the petitioner, who lives in Key West, Florida, it is 
fair to assume that it would be turned into a tenancy and very 
rapidly deteriorate in quality and value, consequences which 
Robert C. Snidow would not be likely to overlook. 
YoUl' respondents would further aver and charge that the said 
Yvonne Snidow procured the said will of Robert C. Snidow to be 
probated in Monroe County, Florida, more than three years ago. 
At that time she did not believe that she was entitled to dower in 
the lands which were devised to Robert C. Snidow by his mother 
upon the condition that if he should die without issue that then 
it should become the property of John J. Snidow and Frank P. 
Snidow's wife and children. The petitioner never made claim 
to dower in this land t,ill after the institution of the partition suit 
in which her petition is filed, and not then till long after there 
had been a decree appointing commissioners who had gone upon 
the lands and after expensive surveys had made up and filed 
their report, which is now before the court. In addition to that, 
there have been sold off of the said tract various lots without 
these respondents knowing or believing that Robert C. Snidow's 
widow had dower in the said lands. The said Yvonne Snidow 
knew all of this was being done and never at any time made 
known her claim. 
page 29 ~ These respondents say that even if the said Yvonne 
Snidow ever did have a valid claim to dower she has 
waived such right and is now estopped from claiming dower iii 
the lands involoved in this suit. 
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These respondents further say that the condition upon which 
the said Elizabeth Snidow devised these lands to her son Robert 
C. Snidow ,vas a perfectly valid condition or limitation and that 
immediately upon the death Robert C. Snidow the title to the 
lands so devised to him vested in the said John J. Snidow and 
Annie Neal Snidow under the terms of the will of the S!lid Eliza-
beth Snidow, and is not a proper subject for dower in the widow 
of the said Robert C. Snidow. 
And having fully answered these respondents pray that dower 
be denied and that the said petition may be dismissed and that 
these respondents recover their proper costs in this behalf ex-
pended. 
W. B. SNIDOW, 
FRANK P. SNIDOW, Guardian of 
MARY ANN SNIDOW 
ANNIE NEAL SNIDO\V 
HARVEY C. SNIDOW 
MARTIN W. SNIDOW 
NANCY E. McINTOSH 
NEAL ,v. SNIDOW 
CAROLINE LUCILLE SNIDO\V, 
By Counsel. 
Counsel for Respondents. 
page 30 ~ EXHIBIT "\VILL11• 
WILL OF ROBERT C. SNIDOW. 
I, Robert C. Snidow, do make, publish and declare this to be 
my last will and testament: 
(1) I give to my wife, Yvonne D. Snidow all my property of 
whatsoever kind and nature, whether real or personal, of which 
I may die possessed. I hereby appoint my said wife as executor 
without bond, with full power to sell, convey, rent, mortgage 
transfer and assign any and all of my said property upon such 
terms and conditions as she may deem to be to the best interest 
of my estate. 
(2) In case I am not survived by my wife Yvonne D. Snidow, 
or in case our deaths result from the same accident at approxi-
mately the same time, I then dispose of my property as follows: 
(a) I give to my brother John J. Snidow the sum of five 
thousand dollars as total fees for administering my estate and 
hereby appoint him executor with full powers to dispose of any 
properties, real or personal as directed below: 
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(b) The residue of my estate to be converted into first grade 
securities, and held by him in trust for my wife's mother, Anne 
Declut. He will pay her the income from this and such of the 
principal as may be necessary to maintain her in comfort. Upon 
her death the remainder will be disposed of as follows: 
Five thousand dollars to my brother John J. Snidow 
page 31 ~ and the remainder divided, one-half to Charlotte 
Declut, the remainder equally to her brothers and 
sisters. 
(3-15-1937) 
(signed) R. C. SNIDOW. 
A true copy of the Will of R. C. Snidow probated Monroe 
C'cunty, Florida, and later recorded in the Clerk's Office of Giles 
County. This June 10th, 1948. 
Teste. 
F. E. SNIDOW, Clerk. 
And in said Court the 15th day of June, 1948. 
DECREE. 
This cause came on again on this day upon the petition of 
Yvonne Snidow filed in the above entitled cause and Frank P. 
Snidow, Guardian of Mary Ann Snidow, Annie Neal Snidow, 
Harvey C. Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, 
Neal Snidow, and Caroline Lucille Snidow, tendered their joint 
answer to the petition of the said Yvonne Snidow, and prayed 
leave of the Court to file the same, which leave being granted 
their said Answer is accordingly filed. 
page 32 ~ And in said Court the 15th day of December, 1948. 
ANSWER OF LUCILLE W. SNIDOW AND JOHN J. 
SNIDOW, JR. 
The joint and separate answer of Lucille W. Snidow and John 
J. Snidow, Jr., to a petition filed by Yvonne Snidow in that 
certain Chancery suit now pending in the Circuit Court of Giles 
County, Virginia, wherein Annie Neal Snidow and others, are 
Complainants, and Lucille W. Snidow and others, are the De-
fendants. 
These respondents, Lucille W. Snidow and John J. Snidow, 
Jr., having the same interest as Annie Neal Snidow, Harvey C. 
Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. 
Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow, and Mary Ann Sajdow, who 
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have previously filed an answer to the said petition by an order 
of the Court entered on Jtine 15, 1948, hereby adopt as their 
joint and separate answer the answer of the said Annie Neal 
Snidow, and others, and thereby join in said answer to the said 
petition of Yvonne Snidow. 
These respondents further represent unto the Court that the 
allegations contained in the answer of the said Annie Neal Snidow 
. et als, are true, to the best knowledge and belief of your re-
spondents. 
And now having fully answered the said petition, these re-
spondents pray that dower be denied and that the said petition 
may be dismissed, and these respondents recover the proper 
costs in this behalf expended. 
Page 33 ~ 
JAMES L. WARREN, Counsel. 
LUCILLE W. SNIDO\V 
JOHN J. SNIDOW, JR., 
By Cowu;el. 
.And in said Court, the 3rd day of January, 1949. 
MOTION TO STRIKE OUT .ANS\VERS. 
Yvonne D. Snidow, who on the 1st day of April, 1948, presented 
and asked leave of the court to file her petition in writing, pray-
ing to be made a party to this suit, and who was by a decree of 
this Court entered therein, granted the leave sought by her 
said petition, and who was, by said decree made and joined as 
a party herein, comes now, and moves the Court to strike out 
the answer of Frank P. Suidow, Guardian of Mary .Ann Snidow, 
an infant, Annie Neal Snidow, Harcey C. Snidow, Martin W. 
Snidow, Nancy ·E. :McIntosh, Neal Vv. Snidow and Caroline 
Lucille Snidow, tendered and filed in this cause on June 15, 1948, 
and which said joint and separate nnswer of the foregoing named 
parties, was, by decree entered in this cause on the said 15th 
day of June, 1948, permitted to be filed herein; 
And the said Yvonne D. Snidow, further moves the Court 
to strike out the answer of Lucille W. Snidow and John J. Sni<low, 
Jr., tendered herein. 
The said Yvonne D. Snidow, prays the judgment oft.his court, 
on her said motion hereinbefore set forth. 
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page 34 ~ And in said Court the 3rd day of January, 1949. 
DECREE. 
This day came Yvonne D. Snidow, by Counsel and tendered 
and a~ked leave to be permitted to file herein her motion in 
writing, to strike out the answers tendered herein by Frank P. 
Snidow, Guardian of Mary Ann Snidow, an infant, and Annie 
Neal Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. 
McIntosh, Neal W. Snidow, Caroline Lucille Snidow, John J. 
Snidow, Jr., and Lucille ,v. Snidow. , 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged, ordered and decreed 
that the said motion be, and is hereby granted and said motion 
in writing is hereby filed, and not now being advised as to what 
judgment should be entered upon the said motion to strike out 
the said answers, the Court takes time to consider thereof. 
And in said Court on the 7th day of December, 1949. 
DECREE. 
This cause came on again this day to be further heard upon 
the papers heretofore read; the decrees heretofore entered; and 
upon the petition of Yvonne D. Snidow filed in this cause; and 
the answer of Frank P. Snidow, Guardian of Mary Ann Snidow, 
an infant, Annie Neal Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, 
page 35 ~ Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. McIntosh, Neal W. 
Snidow and Caroline Lucille Snidow to the said petition 
of the said Yvonne D. Snidow; and upon the report of the Com-
missioners heretofore appointed to make partition of the lands in 
the original bill mentioned, and exceptions thereto, and upon 
the petitioner's motion to strike out the said Answer; and was 
argued by counsel. 
Whereupon and in consideration of all of which it is adjudged, 
ordered and decreed that the exceptions to the said report of the 
Commissioners is sustained and the said report not accepted, and 
the court having maturely considered the Petition's Yvonne D. 
Snidow motion to strike out the answer of the said Frank P. 
Snidow, guardian of Mary Ann Snidow, an infant, Annie Neal 
Snidow, Harvey C. Snidow, Martin W. Snidow, Nancy E. Mc-
Intosh, Neal '\V. Snidow and Caroline Lucille Snidow to the 
petition of the said Yvonne D. Snidow the court is of the opinion 
to sustain the said motion to strike out the said answer, where-
fore it is accordingly adjudged, ordered, and decreed that the 
said answer be and hereby is stricken out as not presenting any 
defense to the relief prayed for in the said petition of the said 
Yvonne D. Snidow, to which action upon the part of the court in 
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striking out the said answer, the said respondents excepted. 
And the cause is continued. 
Memo: 
The said respondents expressing an intention to present a 
petition for an appeal to the Supreme Court of Appeals 
page 36 } of Virginia, it is adjudged, ordered and decreed that 
this decree be and hereby is suspended for a period of 
sixty days from this date to allow counsel to present said petition 
to the said Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
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Virginia, 
Giles County, to-wit; 
I, F. E. · Snidow, Clerk of the Circuit Court of the County 
aforesaid, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing writing is a true and complete tmnscript of the record 
of the Chancery Cause pending in said Court, in the name of 
Annie Neal Snidow et al v. Lucille W. Snidow et al, and Petitioner 
Yvonne D. Snidow, as fully and wholly as the same appears of 
record in my said office. 
I further certify that Counsel for the defendants, Lucille ,v. 
Snidow et al and Counsel for Yvonne D. Snidow, Petitioner, 
waived service of notice for the copying of said Record. 
Given under my hand this the 27th day of February, 1950. 
Rec. 14.25 
Notice waived 
JAS. L. WARREN, Atty. for 
JOHN J. SNIDOW, et al. 
J. P. DILLON, Atty. for 
YVONNE D. SNIDOW. 
A Copy-Testc: 
F. E. SNIDO\V, 
Clerk, Circuit Comt of 
Giles County, Va. 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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